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even suggested ; we mean the freedom of the slave race, the security and 
firm establishment of that freedom, and the protection of the rights of the 
newly made freeman and citizen from the oppression of those who had pre- 
viously exercised unlimited dominion over them." In U. S. v. Cruikshank, 
i Woods 308, Fed. Cases 14, 897 (affirmed in 92 U. S. 542, 23 L,. Ed. 588), 
it was held that Congress had power to enforce the 14th Amendment by 
making any violations of it a punishable offence, and the same doctrine has 
been supported by the following cases : Prig v. Penn., 16 Peters 539, 10 L. 
Ed. 1060; Logan v. U. S., 144 U. S. 288, 36 L. Ed. 429; Ex parte Virginia, 
100 U. S. 345, 25 L. Ed. 676; Ex parte Siebold, 100 U. S. 372, 25 L. Ed. 717; 
U. S. v. Waddel, 112 U. S. 80, 28 L. Ed. 673; Robb v. Connolly, in U. S. 624, 
28 L. Ed. 542; Motes v. U. S., 178 U. S. 458. 

Contempt of Court — Fraudulent Claims. — Petitioner was coroner and 
entitled to hold inquests on dead bodies. By statute the expense of inquests 
on strangers is paid by the state, being first allowed by the Circuit Court. 
Petitioner presented fraudulent claims against the state to the circuit judge 
for allowance. Held, such act constituted contempt of court. Ex parte Toepel 
(1905), — Mich. — , 102 N. W. Rep. 369. 

The statute conferred upon the court power to punish any violation of 
duty or misconduct by which the rights or remedies of a party in a cause or 
matter depending in such court may be defeated or prejudiced. The court 
found that the claim was depending in that court as soon as presented, that 
allowance of it was a judicial act and that presentation of false claims 
prejudices the rights of the state. There seem to be no cases in point, and 
probably no other court has gone to this extent in defining contempt, the 
tendency being always to punish such acts in other ways. It has been held in 
New York, In re Hall, 32 N. Y. Supp. 883, that interposing a false answer is 
contempt, but this doctrine was soon reversed in Fromme v. Gray, 148 
N. Y. 695- 

Contract— Assignment. — The Kidder Press Mfg. Co., a corporation 
manufacturing printing presses, contracted with the New York Bank Note 
Company, a New Jersey corporation, that all future sale of presses should be 
made to and through the latter company, which should have the right to 
lease the presses to purchasers under a perpetual lease, the price to be col- 
lected by the printing company and paid to the Press Co., the latter agreeing 
not to attach certain devices to any press previously manufactured and sold, 
so as to prevent any competitor of the printing company from using any press 
with such attachment or which could be used for printing strip tickets similar 
to those printed by the said printing company. The New Jersey corporation 
having ceased to exist, the Press Co. sold to the defendant one of their presses 
with attachments, whereupon the assignee of the New Jersey corporation 
brings this action for damages and injunction, and the respondents defended 
on the ground that the contract was not assignable. Held, that the contract 
was not assignable without the consent of the Press Co. to the plaintiff, a 
West Virginia corporation organized to take over the business and contracts 



